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my generation on Social Security, less 
than 1 percent, and what if we do not 
change this system, this system is 
going to produce a return of less than 
1 percent. Your certificate of deposit 
was 0 risk, returns, almost a little over 
5 percent, and your government bonds 
return 7 percent. 

Social Security takes your dollars 
and gives you less than a 1 percent re-
turn. And by the way, there is no guar-
antee of safety. So what I am saying 
here is, next week I intend to go into 
much more detail, but I think the 
American people deserve to know that 
their government employees have an 
alternative system. 

Now we still participate in Social Se-
curity. Do not believe that stuff you 
see on the Internet that we are exempt, 
we do not have to; we participate in 
Social Security, but we have this addi-
tional benefit, and it works. It is good. 
It provides a return. 

So next week, I am going to go into 
a little more detail on that and why I 
think that George W. Bush’s approach 
is look, stand up. I think it is a bold 
approach, and any time you make a 
bold approach, you are going to get 
criticized because a lot of people are 
comfortable with the status quo, but 
the status quo ain’t going to hunt, it is 
a dog that is not going to hunt. 

So we need to have change, and we 
need to have a plan that is going to 
work. So what we ask the American 
people and in this discussion I had with 
George W. Bush several months ago, 
when we go to the American people, 
look, they are relying on this, we have 
to give them a product that has been 
test marketed. We have the product 
that has been test marketed. We know 
it works. 
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So why resist it. 
Well, right now the resistance comes 

in because of politics. We have an elec-
tion. So they do not dare. One side does 
not dare say to the other side, well, 
that is a good program; that might 
work. 

We have got a good program here, 
and I look forward in the next week to 
go into much greater detail on this al-
ternative that I think the Federal Gov-
ernment uses for its own. What is good 
for the goose is good for the gander. So 
I think that is exactly what we ought 
to take a look at. 

In conclusion, I look forward to see-
ing my colleagues next week on this. 
Let me say, going to the first part of 
my speech, please take the time to 
look at the other side of the story on 
this Wen Ho Lee guy out at Los Ala-
mos. Do not think he is a victim. Do 
not think he is being picked upon. In 
my opinion, he has probably com-
mitted one of the most egregious trans-
fers of thermonuclear material in the 
last 100 years. 

I do not have much sympathy for 
him, and I intend to pursue that side of 

the story. I have heard both sides, and 
I have made my decision. The victim 
here in that case is the United States 
of America; it is not Mr. Lee. 
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RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARR of Georgia). Pursuant to clause 12 
of rule I, the Chair declares the House 
in recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Accordingly (at 7 p.m.), the House 
stood in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

f 

b 2247 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 10 o’clock and 
47 minutes p.m. 
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CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4733, 
ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2001 

Mr. PACKARD submitted the fol-
lowing conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 4733) making ap-
propriations for energy and water de-
velopment for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2001, and for other pur-
poses: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 106–907) 

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
4733) ‘‘making appropriations for energy and 
water development for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2001, and for other purposes’’, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do rec-
ommend to their respective Houses as fol-
lows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert: 
That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2001, for energy and water development, and 
for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 

The following appropriations shall be ex-
pended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Army and the supervision of the Chief of 
Engineers for authorized civil functions of the 
Department of the Army pertaining to rivers 
and harbors, flood control, beach erosion, and 
related purposes. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For expenses necessary for the collection and 
study of basic information pertaining to river 
and harbor, flood control, shore protection, and 
related projects, restudy of authorized projects, 
miscellaneous investigations, and, when author-
ized by laws, surveys and detailed studies and 

plans and specifications of projects prior to con-
struction, $160,038,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That in conducting the 
Southwest Valley Flood Damage Reduction 
Study, Albuquerque, New Mexico, the Secretary 
of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, shall include an evaluation of flood dam-
age reduction measures that would otherwise be 
excluded from the feasibility analysis based on 
policies regarding the frequency of flooding, the 
drainage areas, and the amount of runoff: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army is 
directed to use $750,000 of the funds appro-
priated herein to continue preconstruction engi-
neering and design for the Murrieta Creek, Cali-
fornia flood protection and environmental res-
toration project in accordance with Alternative 
6, based on the Murrieta Creek feasibility report 
and environmental impact statement dated June 
2000 at a total cost of $90,866,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $59,063,900 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $31,803,100. 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 
For the prosecution of river and harbor, flood 

control, shore protection, and related projects 
authorized by laws; and detailed studies, and 
plans and specifications, of projects (including 
those for development with participation or 
under consideration for participation by States, 
local governments, or private groups) authorized 
or made eligible for selection by law (but such 
studies shall not constitute a commitment of the 
Government to construction), $1,695,699,000, to 
remain available until expended, of which such 
sums as are necessary for the Federal share of 
construction costs for facilities under the 
Dredged Material Disposal Facilities program 
shall be derived from the Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund, as authorized by Public Law 104– 
303; and of which such sums as are necessary 
pursuant to Public Law 99–662 shall be derived 
from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, for 
one-half of the costs of construction and reha-
bilitation of inland waterways projects, includ-
ing rehabilitation costs for the Lock and Dam 
12, Mississippi River, Iowa; Lock and Dam 24, 
Mississippi River, Illinois and Missouri; Lock 
and Dam 3, Mississippi River, Minnesota; and 
London Locks and Dam, and Kanawha River, 
West Virginia, projects; and of which funds are 
provided for the following projects in the 
amounts specified: 

San Gabriel Basin Groundwater Restoration, 
California, $25,000,000; 

San Timoteo Creek (Santa Ana River 
Mainstem), California, $5,000,000; 

Indianapolis Central Waterfront, Indiana, 
$10,000,000; 

Southern and Eastern Kentucky, Kentucky, 
$4,000,000; 

Clover Fork, Middlesboro, City of Cum-
berland, Town of Martin, Pike County (includ-
ing Levisa Fork and Tug Fork Tributaries), Bell 
County, Martin County, and Harlan County, 
Kentucky, elements of the Levisa and Tug Forks 
of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cumberland 
River, Kentucky, $20,000,000: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief 
of Engineers, is directed to proceed with plan-
ning, engineering, design and construction of 
the Town of Martin, Kentucky, element, in ac-
cordance with Plan A as set forth in the prelimi-
nary draft Detailed Project Report, Appendix T 
of the General Plan of the Huntington District 
Commander; 

Jackson County, Mississippi, $2,000,000; 
Bosque and Leon Rivers, Texas, $4,000,000; 

and 
Upper Mingo County (including Mingo Coun-

ty Tributaries), Lower Mingo County (Kermit), 
Wayne County, and McDowell County, elements 
of the Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy 
River and Upper Cumberland River project in 
West Virginia, $4,100,000: 
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